
Minutes City of Loma Linda 
Department of Community Development 

 

Planning Commission 
 
An adjourned regular meeting of the Planning Commission was called to order by Chair Mary 
Lee Rosenbaum at 7:02 p.m., Wednesday, January 26, 2005, in the City Council Chambers, 
25541 Barton Road, Loma Linda, California. 
 

Commissioners Present: Mary Lee Rosenbaum, Chair 
Randy Neff, Vice Chair 
Michael Christianson 
Charles Umeda 
Rene Sakala 

 
Commissioners Absent:  None 
 
Staff Present:   Richard Holdaway, City Attorney 

Deborah Woldruff, Community Development Director 
Rolland Crawford, Division Chief/Fire Marshall 

     Cathy Johnson, Senior Planner 
     Jeff Peterson, Associate Engineer, Public Works Dept. 

     Jocelyne Larabie, Administrative Secretary 
 
ITEMS TO BE DELETED OR ADDED 
 
There were no items to be added or deleted. 
 
ORAL REPORTS/PUBLIC PARTICIPATION ON NON-AGENDA ITEMS 
 
Mr. Jim Stocker, 26234 Mission Road, addressed the Planning Commission to invite them to 
drive down Mission Road to see the homes in the new phase of the Mission Trails 
Development.  He commented that the new homes on the larger lots had a much better look 
than the first homes built in that project. 
 
CONTINUED ITEMS 
 
 PUBLIC HEARING 
 
PC-05-05 -  GENERAL PLAN AMENDMENT (GPA) NOS. 02-02 AND 02-05, ZONE CHANGE 
(ZC) NOS. 02-02 AND 02 05, SPECIFIC PLAN (SP) NOS. 02-08 AND 02-13 (UNIVERSITY 
VILLAGE AND ORCHARD PARK) 
 
Cathy Johnson, Interim Senior Planner, gave a brief staff report stating that on January 12, 
2005 the Planning Commission continued this item to the January 26, 2005 meeting to allow 
additional time to complete discussion of the University Village, and consider the document in its 
entirety. 
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She added that on January 12, 2005 the Lewis Operating Corporation resumed their 
presentation of land uses and alternatives for the University Village Specific Plan and the project 
proponents for the Orchard Park Specific Plan discussed their overall land use plan and 
responded to Planning Commissioners’ questions. The meeting concluded with the Planning 
Commission directing Staff to revise the public hearing schedule in order to allow Lewis 
Operating Corporation time to complete their presentation and reserve the February 16, 2005 
meeting for presentation of the Orchard Park Specific Plan. 
 
Mr. Leon Swails, Chief Operating Officer of the Lewis Operating Corporation, 1156 N. Mountain 
Ave, Upland, California thanked the Commissioners and staff for their suggestions and 
assistance with their project.  He apologized that Lewis Operating Corporation could not 
address all of the Commission’s concerns adding that Lewis was happy with their land use plan. 
He introduced Mr. Gil Prestwood, Vice President of the Lewis Operating Corporation, and stated 
that he would complete the presentation started on January 12, 2005 and answer the Planning 
Commission’s questions. 
 
Mr. Gil Prestwood, Lewis Operating Corporation distributed copies to the Commissioners and 
staff of the revised Specific Plan for the University Village project, which included design 
guidelines.  He explained that the document contained some of the requested changes.   
 
Mr. Prestwood’s presentation touched on the following topics: 

• Single-family design guidelines illustrated with various architectural styles; 
• Development standards and plotting with largest lots adjacent to Mission Road, 9,000 

sq. ft, and the smallest at 4,000 sq. ft near the commercial; 
• Multi-family with attached product, town homes, for rent property, senior affordable 

housing close to commercial, and live/work units on Bryn Mawr; 
• Townhouses that would face the street with private patios and/or court entry; 
• Senior Housing with a recreation building adjacent to heritage park, and close to the 

school; 
• Commercial such as restaurants, drug stores, retail on both sides of Bryn Mawr, with a 

signal plus a crosswalk on Bryn Mawr and Redlands Boulevard, including a live/work 
product.  The commercial would end at the Central Park, which would possibly include 
an amphitheater for events; 

• School – The Redlands Unified School District would decide on the style, but Lewis was 
hoping to look similar to Mission School; 

• Parks with a mix of historic features and memorial plaques: 
o Historic Park at the south east corner where the Frink Adobe would be moved 

and with a working grove of orange trees; 
o Central Park designed as a retention basin. It would have a baseball area, 

possible amphitheater, and vendor carts; 
o Neighborhood parks with pools, spas, tot lots, and BBQ areas. 

• Trails from Redlands Boulevard to Mission Road, 10 feet wide scored cement for 
bicycles, strollers, etc, signage and streetscape with lots of trees to unify the elements of 
the overall area.  He added that the heritage oaks would be moved to preserve them. 

 
Mr. Prestwood concluded his presentation stating the Lewis Corp. intended to build a quality 
project for the City of Loma Linda and a community that residents could be proud of.  
 
The Public Comment Period was open at 8:17 p.m. 
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Georgia Hodgkin, 24360 Lawton, Loma Linda commented on the following four topics: 

• She stated that those she spoke with in the community did not want 3,000 more homes 
in Loma Linda; 

• Too much commercial property already, she doesn’t see the need for more; 
• She stated that SCAG was projecting that 4,000 more homes would be needed by the 

year 2020.  The City could stop approving residential projects; 
• She stated that low-income housing was not wanted and was detrimental to Loma Linda.  

The residents didn’t want ghettos. 
 
Jay Gallant, 24684 Cresthaven, Loma Linda commented on the following: 

• Loma Linda is apartment-rich, and renters do not display pride of ownership; 
• A rural feel is not displayed in this project, the density is too high; 
• If this project is approved, Loma Linda will have more residents per square miles than 

Redlands; 
• The project is putting the City of Loma Linda in jeopardy because is won’t be a 

destination for outsiders; 
• The addition of 3,000 more residences would increase congestion; 
• There are far less amenities than what is being proposed. 

 
Jonathan Zirkle, 24247 Barton Road, Loma Linda made the following statements: 

• The community does not want the project; 
• The project is not an example of livable/walkable nor of mixed-use; 
• The public is becoming vocal about development; 
• The Planning Commission should conserve as much open land as possible; 

 
Mr. Zirkle’s final comment was his recommendation that the Planning Commission not approve 
the project. 
 
Donna Stocker, 26234 Mission Road, Loma Linda commented that she was touched by the 
comments of Loma Linda residents that did not live in the project area and urged the Planning 
Commission to reconsider and listen to the public comments they received at their meetings. 
 
Ric Revel, 13424 Mead Court, Loma Linda made a heartfelt comment to the Planning Commission, 
stating that the City of Loma Linda was not ready for so much development all at once and could not 
deal with so many more houses because of transportation and congestion issues, and the lack of 
services for handicapped residents. 
 
The Public Comment period was closed at 8:44 p.m. 
 
Chair Rosenbaum asked if the commission would be reviewing the University Village Specific 
Plan again.  Director Woldruff replied that after this evening’s discussion on land use and 
design, that there would be a presentation on February 16, 2005 of the entire Orchard Park 
Specific Plan project, the review of the joint Environmental Impact Report on March 16th, and a 
final review and recommendation to the City Council on April 4, 2005. 
 
Commissioner Umeda remarked that he would not provide further comments since Mr. Swails 
stated at the beginning of the meeting that they were happy with their land plan.  Therefore his 
comments might not change anything on the proposed plan. 
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Commissioner Sakala asked if the Commission could recommend not forwarding the project at 
all at this time. 
 
Director Woldruff replied that if the applicant and the Planning Commission didn’t agree, the 
applicant could take his project to the City Council and the Commission would make its own 
recommendations to the City Council.  
 
Attorney Holdaway reinforced Director Woldruff’s comment stating that the Commission’s duty 
was to make recommendations to the City Council even if the applicant did not agree with the 
requested changes.  He added that the Commission should let staff guide them and that it was 
appropriate for the Commission to take timely action on each and all projects brought to them. 
 
Chair Rosenbaum asked the Commissioners for comments on items that they had not 
commented upon previously. A discussion ensued and Director Woldruff explained that 
although the Commission had suggested changes, the applicant would provide a final project 
plan when the Commission had addressed all the issues pertinent to this Specific Plan. 
 
The Planning Commission touched on the following issues: 

• More detailed architecture to change the very conventional looking designs; 
• Eliminate high density in the project with some larger lots on Mission Road and smaller 

lots as the project progressed north; 
• Noticeable boundaries between neighborhoods; 
• More open space; 
• Amenities to benefit the whole community not just new residents of the project; 
• Live/work community along Bryn Mawr Avenue up to and along Redlands Boulevard; 
• More information on traffic mitigation and transportation amenities. 

 
Director Woldruff suggested that the Planning Commission give more specific changes and 
solutions or direction for the applicant to take to make sure the project was within acceptable 
limits.  She also reiterated that the Specific Plan was a land use issue and that individual 
projects designs would be brought back to the Commission as they occurred at which time the 
Commission could provide further comments and revisions.  Commissioner Christianson stated 
that the project as presented in no way conformed to the Historic Mission Overlay District 
Ordinance. 
 
Director Woldruff further suggested that the Commissioners redline their copies of the Specific 
Plan and provide detailed comments and changes to the applicant.  She added that this might 
help pin point the precise elements the Planning Commission didn’t like.  Ms. Woldruff added 
that if the Commission agreed with her suggestion, it would require a revision of the review 
schedule.  She proposed that the Commissioners mark their copies of the Specific Plans and 
send the annotated booklets back to her by Monday, January 31, 2005 or Tuesday, February 1, 
2005. 
 
A discussion ensued in regards to the need and feasibility of constructing apartments buildings 
in Loma Linda.  Director Woldruff suggested that the applicant provide a fiscal analysis as 
evidence that apartments would be appropriate for the city.  Commissioner Umeda stated that 
there were no statistics to prove that people working in Loma Linda would purchase a house or 
rent an apartment here. 
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Chair Rosenbaum reminded the Commissioners that their mandate was to decide on the best 
use of the land.  She then asked for a motion. 
 

Motion by Umeda, seconded by Christianson, and unanimously carried to 
continue the discussion on the University Village/Orchard Park Specific 
Plans to the regular meeting of February 2, 2005. 

 
REPORTS BY THE PLANNING COMMISSIONERS 
 
Commissioner Umeda commented that he and his wife would take walks on Sunday mornings 
with their newborn in a stroller and found that it was very difficult in some areas of the City 
because of the narrow sidewalks.  Director Woldruff and Associate Engineer Jeff Peterson 
explained that the sidewalks were being retrofitted on a continuous basis to a wider walking 
surface. 
 
COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT DIRECTOR REPORT 
 
Director Woldruff reported on various issues:  
 

• Vacant Senior Planner position advertising would close on January 27, 2005 and the 
Personnel Office had received four applications at the time of the meeting.  She added 
that hopefully more applications would be received before the deadline. 

• Trails Development Committee meeting had been rescheduled to February 3, 2005 
because of the Chamber of Commerce installation dinner on January 27, 2005. 

• A History Fair was scheduled for Sunday, February 6, 2005 at the Senior Center from 
3:00 p.m. to 5:00 p.m. 

• General Plan Joint City Council and Planning Commission workshop scheduled for 
Tuesday, February 1, 2005 at 6:00 pm. 

• Planning Commission regular meeting on Wednesday, February 2, 2005 at 7:00 pm. 
 
Meeting was adjourned at 10:05 p.m. 
 
Minutes approved at the meeting of August 3, 2005. 
 
 
 
         
Administrative Secretary 
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